INTRODUCTION                                 Si
distinction has not been observed before, mainly because it has
been taken for granted that the axioms of arithmetic, geometry,
and physics are all analytic in character; but this is a complete
mistake. For if we consider the assertion that 7+5 = 12, we find
that in the end its certainty depends not on the analysis of the
conceptions1 of seven, five, addition, and equality but on the
actual process of counting which requires sensuous intuition rather
than conceptual analysis: and it is even more clear that geometrical
knowledge ultimately depends not on the analysis of the concep-
tions of triangularity, straightness, &c., but on the construction
(whether on paper or in imagination) of geometrical figures. Hence,
although the demonstrations of arithmetic and geometiy are
happen to know about the thing ipso facto forms part of 'the conception of it'.
The fact that Jones has red hair may be known to me and so be carelessly said to
be contained in my idea of Jones, but strictly the proposition ' Jones has red hairJ
is synthetic and not analytic, since the having of red hair is an accident and not
an essential characteristic. Similarly the proposition ' All bodies are extended'
does not cease to be analytic because I can to some extent verify it empirically.
Extension belongs to the essence of body, heaviness does not.
As soon as this is understood, the point of Kant's fourfold division of judgements
is clear.
A    i _L-  Ia priori                     0    ....fa priori
^^{t posteriori              ^^^{a posteriori              /
Of these the analytic a posteriori ('the Albert Memorial is extended') may be
discarded at once since it is merely a weaker form of the analytic a priori. Analytic
propositions a priori depend on the principle of contradiction and the, itej^iMH de
omni et nutto. They are adequately dealt with in rationalist text-booM ofc
Synthetic propositions a posteriori merely register perceptions ('thW/fosejis re<
and are assumed to present no difficulty. We are left with syntheticpn^ositions
a priori as the only kind which require discussion.
Of course if we take it as obvious that all propositions which are not mvial or
purely verbal are synthetic and a priori in Kant's sense of those terms, his classifica-
tion becomes artificial and meaningless. But if we accept, as he certainly did, the
distinction between essence and accident as being of considerable importance, it is
perfectly intelligible. The distinction between synthetic and analytic propositions
must not be confused with that which he sometimes draws between synthetical
and analytical methods of proof. The latter is simply adopted from mathematics
and is not peculiar to Kant.
1 Kant's use of the term Begriff (concept) is so general that no one word in
English can be used to translate it throughout the Critique, He considers the
contents of the mind to be
(a)  immediate data of sense, including actual perceptions of things;
(b)  ideas or images of things not actually present to sense ;
(c)  general ideas or discursive concepts.
Begriff is used indifferently to cover the whole of (b) and (c}. It is only fair to him
to notice that' conception' was equally ambiguous in English. Cf. Stewart. ' By
conception I mean that power of the mind which enables it to form a notion of an
absent object of perception, or of a sensation which it has formerly felt.' (Quoted
in O.E.D. 'Conception'.) The further ambiguity between universals and ideal
particulars or schemata is considered later. See p. 179 below.
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